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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is eligible 
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has 
been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 09/04/2007 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC S 101 

• The rejection of claims 1-8 under 35 U.S.C. § 101 has been withdrawn in view of 
the amendment. 

• The rejection of claims 15-17 under 35 U.S.C. § 101 is sustained as detailed in 
the following rejection. 

Applicant's comments of the rejection in the Final Office Action 
As commented by applicant at page 8: 

The office action states that Applicant's argument with respect to 35 U.S.C. § 
102, filed in response to the non-final office action dated 28-Dec-06 ? is moot considering the 
new grounds of rejection. However, there is no § 102 rejection asserted by the. Examiner in the 
present final office action. As such, there is confusion as to whether the prior § 102 argument 
was persuasive in overcoming the § 102 rejection. It is respectfully requested, for clarity of the 
record, that the Examiner provide a response indicating that this prior § 102 argument was 
persuasive in overcoming the § 102 rejection of the non-final office action. 
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As specified in the Final Office Action dated 06/05/2007, the applicants' arguments with 
respect to the rejection of claims 1-18 under 35 U.S.C. § 102 and 103 in the Non-Final Office 
Action dated 12/28/2006 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. The new ground of rejection in the Final Office Action dated 06/05/2007 is a 103 
rejection based on new references, e.g., Brady Worldwide reference (LabelMark Labeling 
Software), Applicant Admitted Prior Art and Microsoft Excel 2000. Therefore, the examiner 
respectfully declines to make comments to applicant's arguments with respect to the 102 
rejection in the Non-Final Office Action dated 12/28/2006. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC $ 103 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

As argued by applicant at page 9: 

independent claims I, 9, 15, and IS recite, "automatically validating one or more 
recoixls against a predefined format w or a variation thereof, as amended herein above. As stated 
in the Office Action, the Brady reference does not teach validating records. The Excel reference 
does not teach automatically validating records against a predefined format, instead, the Excel 
reference teaches manually selecting an attribute that filters a user-selected range of values 
within a collection of data. The filtration may then be manually executed by a user. Therefore, 
the Excel reference does not automatically validate a record upon entry of the record, nor does 
the Excel reference validate the record against a predefined format configured within the 
computer system. As a result, it is respectfully submitted that the Excel reference fails to cure 
the deficiencies of the Brady reference. 

The examiner respectfully disagrees. 
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As taught by Brady on pages 83 and 84, a delimited text file could be imported into 
predefined label file with a predefined format. The delimited text file at page 83 and a predefined 
format of label file at page 55 as below: 
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During importing data, if the imported text is too large to fit within a label, the characters 
that do fit will appear in red. A user can make the text fit by using formatting characteristics in 
the EDITOR, e.g., reduce the font size or condense the text... Barcode could be imported into 
label file, if an invalid barcode characters is imported into a particular barcode symbology, it will 
display in red. Click on the red characters, then remove or modify them so they are valid for the 
symbology. 

The Brady technique of importing data as discussed above indicates label records in the 
delimited text file were automatically validated against a predefined format, e.g., the imported texts are 

validated against the format of label file above. The purpose is to remove processing errors, e.g., too 
big font size or invalid barcode characters will be modified or removed, when stored in the label 
file. Upon recognizing the errors, e.g., if too big font size or invalid barcode characters is 
recognized, EDITOR as a feedback mechanism offers assistive input, e.g., EDITOR offers font size 
reducing and invalid characters removing, and flags the errors, e.g., the invalid characters is 
displayed in red. 
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The difference between the claimed invention and Brady is data of label records. Brady does not 
explicitly teach the data of label records is cable data. 

As admitted by applicant in the BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION, cable data for 
labeling has been used in telecommunication industry (Specification, Pages 1 and 2). 

As suggested by Brady, labels can be created from a variety of industrial application (Brady, 
Page 1). Obviously, cable data could be created in a delimited text file and imported into a 
designated label file in a particular format. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: the errors at line 7 ("errors" is 
respectfully suggested). Appropriate correction is required. Claims 9, 15 and 18 are also 
objected because of the same informalities as indicated with respect to claim 1 . 

Claim Rejections -35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 15-17 appear to recite one or more computer-storage media (Claim 15, Lines 1- 
2). However, as further recited in the preamble, a computer system is claimed (Claim 15, Lines 
2-3). The subject matter which applicant regards as the invention is indefinite. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 15-17 appear to recite one or more computer-storage media (Claim 15, Lines 1- 
2). However, as further recited in the preamble, a computer system is claimed (Claim 15, Lines 
2-3). Claims 15-17 direct to neither a computer-storage media nor a system, but rather overlaps 
two different statutory classes of invention set forth in 35 U.S.C. § 101. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brady 
Worldwide [LabelMark Labeling Software], hereinafter referred to as Brady, in view of 
Applicant Admitted Prior Art [Specification, Pages 1-2]. 
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Regarding claims 1 and 9, Brady teaches a computer program for performing a method of 

printing label records on a printing device (Brady, Page 1). The method comprising: 

receiving search criteria for one or more label records, wherein said label records were previously stored 

in a storage component (Label record were previously stored in a database as disclosed by Brady 

at page 86, by using filters as illustrated at pages 89-90 search criteria for one or more label 

records from a selected database is received), 

wherein said label records were automatically validated against a predefined format to remove 

processing errors when stored, wherein upon recognizing the errors, a feedback mechanism offers assistive input 

and flags the errors (As taught by Brady on pages 83 and 84, a delimited text file could be 
imported into predefined label file with a predefined format. The delimited text file at page 83 
and a predefined format of label file at page 55 as below: 



P 



During importing data, if the imported text is too large to fit within a label, the characters 
that do fit will appear in red. A user can make the text fit by using formatting characteristics in 
the EDITOR, e.g., reduce the font size or condense the text... Barcode could be imported into 
label file, if an invalid barcode characters is imported into a particular barcode symbology, it will 
display in red. Click on the red characters, then remove or modify them so they are valid for the 
symbology. The Brady technique of importing data as discussed above indicates label records in 
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the delimited text file were automatically validated against a predefined format, e.g., the imported texts 
are validated against the format of label file above. The purpose \s to remove processing errors, e.g., 
too big font size or invalid barcode characters will be modified or removed, when stored in the 
label file. Upon recognizing the errors, e.g., if too big font size or invalid barcode characters is 
recognized, EDITOR as a feedback mechanism offers assistive input, e.g., EDITOR offers font size 
reducing and invalid characters removing, and flags the errors, e.g., the invalid characters is 
displayed in red); 

automatically, identifying one or more records in said storage component corresponding to the search 
criteria (Brady, Page 90); 

generating a label file for the one or more records (Page 90, the query results is imported into a 

Label File); 

automatically, providing a data stream that when rendered by the printing device produces printed label 
records (As illustrated at pages 75 and 76, when printed by the printing device, the Label File contains the 
query result is printed out and printed label records are produced) and wherein the printed label record display 
content of the identified records in a prescribed format (Page 89, the content of the identified records, e.g., "Zone 1", 
"A", "101" are displayed in a predetermined format, which was defined as in pages 54-55). 

The difference between the claimed invention and Brady is data of label records. Brady does not 
explicitly teach the data of label records is cable data. 

However, as taught by Brady, labels can be created from a variety of industrial application 
(Brady, Page 1). 

As admitted by applicant in the BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION, cable data for 
labeling has been used in telecommunication industry (Specification, Pages 1 and 2). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to use cable data for creating cable-label records for particular industry cables. 
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Regarding Claim 15, Brady teaches a computer system for printing label records on a printing 
device (Col. 13, Lines 15-29). The system comprising: 

a user interface component operationally coupled to a storage component for receiving a search string to 
query the storage component for one or more records (Label record were previously Stored in a 
database as disclosed by Brady at page 86, by using filters as illustrated at pages 89-90 search 
criteria for one or more label records from a selected database is received); 

a first cable-label records module that automatically validates one or more records against a predefined 
format to remove processing errors when the one or more records are stored, wherein upon recognizing the 
errors, a feedback mechanism offers assistive input and flags the errors (As taught by Brady on pages 83 
and 84, a delimited text file could be imported into predefined label file with a predefined format. 
The delimited text file at page 83 and a predefined format of label file at page 55 as below: 
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During importing data, if the imported text is too large to fit within a label, the 
characters that do fit will appear in red. A user can make the text fit by using formatting 
characteristics in the EDITOR, e.g., reduce the font size or condense the text... Barcode could 
be imported into label file, if an invalid barcode characters is imported into a particular barcode 
symbology, it will display in red. Click on the red characters, then remove or modify them so 
they are valid for the symbology. The Brady technique of importing data as discussed above 
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indicates label records in the delimited text file were automatically validated against a predefined format, 
e.g., the imported texts are validated against the format of label file above. The purpose is to 
remove processing errors, e.g., too big font size or invalid barcode characters will be modified or 
removed, when stored in the label file. Upon recognizing the errors, e.g., if too big font size or invalid 
barcode characters is recognized, EDITOR as a feedback mechanism offers assistive input, e.g., 
EDITOR offers font size reducing and invalid characters removing, and flags the errors, e.g., the 
invalid characters is displayed in red); 

a second cable-label records module that receives the query result and converts the result into a 

prescribed format (Page 89, the query result, e.g., "Zone 1", "A", "101" are received and converted 
into a predetermined format, which was defined as in pages 54-55) whereby the query result can be 
rendered on a printing device (As illustrated at page 75, the label file can be executed by the printing 
device). 

The difference between the claimed invention and Brady is data of label records. Brady does not 
explicitly teach the data of label records is cable data. 

However, as taught by Brady, labels can be created from a variety of industrial application 
(Brady, Page 1). 

As admitted by applicant in the BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION, cable data for 
labeling has been used in telecommunication industry (Specification, Pages 1 and 2). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to use cable data for creating cable-label records for particular industry cables. 



Regarding claim 18, Brady teaches a method of creating cable-label records record, comprising: 
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storing a set of data related to an information in one or more computer-readable media (Brady, Pages 
83, 86 and 87, a set of data in CSV or Excel format is stored C drive for importing into Label 
File); 

generating a label records record in a structured format from the set of data (Page 89, the Label 
File in a structured format as label records record in a structured format is created form the set of 
imported data); and 

automatically validating the set of data against a predefined format to remove errors associated with the 
information, wherein upon recognizing the errors, a feedback mechanism offers assistive input and flags the 
errors (As taught by Brady on pages 83 and 84, a delimited text file could be imported into 
predefined label file with a predefined format. The delimited text file at page 83 and a predefined 
format of label file at page 55 as below: 
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During importing data, if the imported text is too large to fit within a label, the 
characters that do fit will appear in red. A user can make the text fit by using formatting 
characteristics in the EDITOR, e.g., reduce the font size or condense the text... Barcode could 
be imported into label file, if an invalid barcode characters is imported into a particular barcode 
symbology, it will display in red. Click on tfie red characters, then remove or modify them so 
they are valid for the symbology. The Brady technique of importing data as discussed above 
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indicates label records in the delimited text file were automatically validated against a predefined format, 
e.g., the imported texts are validated against the format of label file above. The purpose is to 
remove processing errors, e.g., too big font size or invalid barcode characters will be modified or 
removed, when stored in the label file. Upon recognizing the errors, e.g., if too big font size or invalid 
barcode characters is recognized, EDITOR as a feedback mechanism offers assistive input, e.g., 
EDITOR offers font size reducing and invalid characters removing, and flags the errors, e.g., the 
invalid characters is displayed in red); 

storing the label records record In one or more computer-readable media for subsequent recall (Pages 
1 1 , 17 and 75, the Label File is stored C drive for subsequent recall, e.g., printing out). 

The difference between the claimed invention and Brady is data of label records. Brady does not 
explicitly teach the data of label records is cable data. 

However, as taught by Brady, labels can be created from a variety of industrial application 
(Brady, Page 1). 

As admitted by applicant in the BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION, cable data for 
labeling has been used in telecommunication industry (Specification, Pages 1 and 2). 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to use cable data for creating cable-label records for particular industry cables. 

Regarding claim 2, Brady and Applicant Admitted Prior Art, in combination, teach all of 
the claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 1, Brady further discloses 
the search criteria Include at least a first search parameter; and a second search parameter (Brady, Page 90). 

Regarding claim 3, Brady and Applicant Admitted Prior Art, in combination, teach all of 
the claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 2, by including cable data 
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as discussed above, the illustration at page 89 discloses the cable-label records include content that is to be 
printed on the cable-label records. 

Regarding claim 4, Brady and Applicant Admitted Prior Art, in combination, teach all of 
the claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 3, Brady further discloses 
content includes a plurality of identifiers indicating one of a cable type, a number of runs , a racks description, 
racks location information, an equipment description, an equipment designation, a termination type and/or a 
textual note notes (Brady, Page 53). 

Regarding claim 5, Brady and Applicant Admitted Prior Art, in combination, teach all of 
the claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 3, Brady further discloses 

the Step Of assembling a query from the first and second search parameters (Brady, Page 90). 

Regarding claim 6, Brady and Applicant Admitted Prior Art, in combination, teach all of 
the claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 5, Brady further discloses 
the Step Of searching the storage component against tlie assembled query for records matching the search criteria and 
returning the matching records (Brady, Page 90). 

Regarding claim 7, Brady and Applicant Admitted Prior Art, in combination, teach all of the 
claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 5, Brady further discloses the data 
stream includes an output file (Brady, Page 89). 

Regarding claim 8, Brady and Applicant Admitted Prior Art, in combination, teach all of 
the claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 1 , Brady further discloses 
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the prescribed format includes at least one selection from the following: a binary file; an ASCII file; and a text file, including 

a delimiter (Brady, Page 89). 

Regarding claim 10, Brady and Applicant Admitted Prior Art, in combination, teach all of 
the claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 9, Brady further discloses 
the Step of receiving indicia related to one or more cable-label records and storing the indicia in the storage 
component (Brady, Page 53). 

Regarding claim 11, Brady and Applicant Admitted Prior Art, in combination, teach all of 
the claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 9, Brady further discloses 

indicia includes a plurality of fields indicating one of: a cable type, a number of runs, a racks description, racks 
location information, an equipment description, an equipment designation, a termination type and/or a textual 
note (Brady, Page 53). 

Regarding claim 12, Brady and Applicant Admitted Prior Art, in combination, teach all of 
the claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 1 1 , Brady further discloses 

the search criteria include at least a first search parameter; and a second search parameter (Brady, Page 90). 

Regarding claim 13, Brady and Applicant Admitted Prior Art, in combination, teach all of 
the claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 12, Brady further discloses 
the Step Of assembling a query from the first and second search parameters (Brady, Page 90). 

Regarding claim 14, Brady and Applicant Admitted Prior Art, in combination, teach all of 
the claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 13, Brady further discloses 
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the Step of searching the storage component against the assembled query for records matching the search criteria and 
returning the matching records (Brady, Page 90). 

Regarding claim 16, Brady and Applicant Admitted Prior Art, in combination, teach all of 
the claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 15, Brady further discloses 
the prescribed format includes at least one selection from the following: an ASCII file; and a delimited text file 
(Brady, Page 89). 

Regarding claim 17, Brady and Applicant Admitted Prior Art, in combination, teach all of 
the claimed subject matter as discussed above with respect to claim 16, Brady further discloses 
the query result comprises all cable-label records that match the search criteria (Brady, Page 90). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to HUNG Q. PHAM whose telephone number is 571-272-4040. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, TIM T. VO can be reached on 571-272-3642. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
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PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 

would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 

automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

1— P. PLa^u 

HUNG Q PHAM 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2168 

October 18, 2007 



